If tras brief history of the underground press doesn ' i interest you, i>erhaps Howard would 
like ito I have no radical disagreement with the oohelusions, but I think the pie;ce is too 
supeil'ioial. It is inadequate in several respects, too* Without deep thought, and if I may 
extrapolate a bit from limited contact, I suggest the most serious fault is in underestimating 
the youth and in assuming that its basic beliefs are in some way different fi^mtraditional 
decent beliefs* If one can, ignore the zippored-fly meaning of moral, this is a very moral 
generation, by traditional concepts* From ray limited contact with the underground press, it 
lacked honesty, responsibility, genuine principle, whs its own kind of Establishment, com?- 
mercialised the disaffection when it could, and was plain crooked* If it did much good, it 
also did much haim. It also had its own sacred cows (viz Garrison and Lane alone in Preep, 
NYFreep, Village Vpice, East Village Other, etc,)* It was sometimes much more substantial 
than Bator indicates (viz* NOLA Express on economic control of New Orleans, really fine work 
by Hob Head). I don't think it is really dead, I do thipk there is a place for it^i a real 
need, and my belief is that it is depressed because it has to so large a degree failed. It 
can recover and I thihk it yet will* ifrf 4/8/73 


